Interview Summary 



Application No. 

09/161,680 



Examiner 

Kathleen M Kerr 



Applicant(s) 

BORNSCHEUER ET AL 



Art Unit 

1652 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Kathleen M Kerr . (3) Suelinq Carsten . 

(2) David Liechtv . i^^TT^^^_ (A) Oliver Mechnich^ 





Date of Interview: 03 June 2002 . 

Type: a)D Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)IEl Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)H applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)Q No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1.2.4-7 and 11 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Greener et al. and Wilks et al. (both of record) . 
Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continu ation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

i)D It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview(if box is 
checked). 

Unless the paragraph above has been checked, THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION 
MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the Hast Office 
action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A 
STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview requirements on 
reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 



application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the .nterv,ew. 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) 



The aCon of ft. PaM and Trademark Otiee cannot be based »elusi»el, or « —» » •» °*» «« ^ ls M 

Incomplete through the failure to record the iMn . a _ ake ^stance of an interview of record In the application Be, unless 

interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filhng 1 £^Ji^™ 81 % of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing 
requirements for which interview recordation » ^' s ^^° v 'f^° ^ are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the hke ^ are > exciuaea ™ | ntervi ew Summary Record is required, 
substonoe of an interview is completely recorded in an of the file, and listed on the 

The Interview Summary Form shall be g.ven an appropriate Paper No- 0£oed JJJ P cant (or attomey or agent ) a t the 

"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 

conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone i° r * is not likely before an allowance or if other 

cilcll^ 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 
_ Name of applicant 
_ Name of examiner 
_ Date of interview 

TvDe of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 
I S participaUJ Applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, ^^S^' 

An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 
_ An identification of the specific prior art discussed A , < ^ f , nHn n of the aeneral nature of the agreement (may be by 

Itisdesirablethattheexareinerora.^^ 
unless bofn applicant and examine, agre< .that the ^'^^^^Z,7^^^?Zl^^^^^^^>^ am 

TllnSnZ^^^^^^ 

substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include rtl least the following applicable items: 
V) aE description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 
2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

?, an iSSon of liTe SSC— nts of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 

Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, rtw(jmlnflr 
5) Sndentificatioi; of the genera, thru st of the £-iP^ description of the arguments is not 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or ««^^**?™ * T ° r ' • * f the Dnncipa | arguments made to the 

describe tntse arguments wbich he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the exammer.) 

?J S SSffffi^ 2ss « described in m lnterview summary Form by 

the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicants record of the substance , ofen interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, ^S^JSS^ app.ican/an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

s B «e„,»^^ 

Se7recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials. 



~ • , ♦/ D ™,n™ Application No. 09/161,680 

Continuation Sheet (PTO-41 3) rK 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Discussed differences between Greener et al. and Claim 1- 
Applicants argued the difference lies in the preamble - in making an enzyme activity where none was. The Examiner 
disagreed - that the enzyme had the capability of catalysis of the "new" substrate, albeit to a level which would be 
difficult to detect. We discussed ways to draft allowable claims. Particularly, the Examiner noted that more specific 
claims to specific enzymes would possibly be around the prior art. Applicants agreed to consider filing an RCE/CPA.. 
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